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SHRMON. 


GALATIANS 2: 11—‘ But when Peter was come to Antioch, I ga! him to his 
face, because he was to be blamed.”’ 


As long as Peter remained at Jerusalem, attending to the concerns of his own 
diocese, Paul did not interfere with him, or find fault with him But when he 
came to Antioch and undertook to treat the Gentiles, whom Paul had converted 
to Christianity, as inferior to himself, and not to be regarded as brethren, Paul 
withstood him to his face, because he was to be blamed. Peter was a good 
man, but he had his faults ; he was by no means infallible or impeccable. At 
one time he was under a divine infiuence, and then Jesus blessed him for his | 
faith. But, shortly after, he came under a worldly influence, and savored not 
the things of God, but those of men ; and then Jesus said to him, ‘‘ Get thee 
behind me, Satan; thou art an offence unto me.’’ 

When he was with the soldiers and the maid-servants, he denied, with oaths, 
that he knew Jesus; but when Jesus looked at him, then he wept bitterly, and 
repented of his falsehood and cowardice. When the Roman Centurion sent 
for him, he went and baptized him, and declared that God had shewed him not 
to call any man common or unclean; yet afterwards, when he went to Antioch, 
he had not the courage of his opinion, and treated the Gentile Christians as if 
they were common or unclean. It is plain that Petey was not impeccable or in- 
fallible. 

The Pope of /Rome considers himself the successor of Peter; but he is not 
greater nor better than Peter. As Bishop of Rome, he has aright to govern 
his diocese according to his own judgment: but when he comes to Germany or 
England, or America, and undertakes to interfere with the laws or social insti- 
tutions of these countries, we must withstand him to his face, because he is to 
be blamed. 

‘This is what the Prince Bismarck and Mr. Gladstone have both intended 
to do, and the question which I wish-to discuss this morning is, whether they 
are right, or whether the Vatican is right, in this matter. 


But first let me say that, though I am opposed to the claims of the Papacy, 
I am not opposed to the Roman Catholic religion. I am not one of those 
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Protestants who dislike the Catholies. On the contrary, I respect all their good 
works, all their great men, all that is excellent in their past, all that is hopeful 


in their future. If I had the power of destroying the whole Roman Catholic 


Church throughout the world, and of substituting Protestant churches in its 
place, I would not do it. If Protestants and Catholics could both grow up into 
something better, [ should like that very much; but I should not wish to see any 
church violently abolished, and another violently put in its place. 


In fact, 1 think the chief danger to the Roman Catholic Church, to-day, 
comes from the excessive and extravagant claims of the ultramontane party 
in its own bosom. The danger is that, by claiming too much power for the 
Pope, they will make their church odious to the communities where it exists, 
disgust many of its own members, and create rebellions and schisms in its own 
body. If Ihated the Roman Catholic Church, and wished to destroy it, I 
should rejoice in the decree of infallibility. But I do not hate it, and should be 
sorry to see it come to grief, and so I am sorry for the decree of infallibility. 
In all my criticisms on the course of the Jesuits, and on the elaims of infalli- 
bility, I wish to be regarded as the friend, and not the enemy, of the Roman 
Catholic religion. 


For in every church, denomination or sect, there are two elements—the ele- 
ment of religion, and that of organization. They stand related as soul to 
body. ° Body and soul are both necessary to life, growth and activity. As long 
as the soul governs and the body obeys, they co-operate in the best way, and 
the whole man is morally, mentally -and physically well. So, in any chureh, 
when the soul, which is religion, is supreme, and the body, which is organiza- 
tion, is the servant, then the church is in a healthy state. When, on the other 
hand, the body governs the soul, when man is led by his appetites and ruled by 
his senses, then both soul and body are corrupted by this false relation. So, in 
the church, when the spirit of religion is sacrificed to the letter; when, rites, 
forms, ceremonies, creeds, are made the end and the object, then the chureh is 
corrupted through and through, and hastens to its ruin. 


Such was the condition of the Jewish church in the time of Isaiah, when 
the Lord spoke by the prophet, and said, ‘‘ To what purpose the multitude of 


your sacrifices untome? It is iniquity, even your solemn assembly. Wash — 


you, make you clean, cease to do evil, learn to do well, relieve the oppressed, 
plead for the widow.’’ The Jewish organization, its solemn sacraments and 
erand forms, had got the better of Jewish religion. The body had mastered 
the servant. 


So it was, also, in the time of Jesus. They made long prayers, they were ~ 


very strict about the Sabbath, they fasted often, and gave tithes to the temple. 
But the Lord called them hypocrites, who made clean the outside of the dish, 
when it was foul within. 


The Roman Church has a grand organization. It is like a magnificent army, 
with its cavalry, infantry, artillery; its generals, colonels, captains; its quarter- 
master’s department, its commissary department, hospitals, ambulances, tele- 
vraph corps. ‘The Church of Romeis organized with Priests, Bishops, Archbish- 
ops, Cardinals and Pope; with its great monastic. orders; its seven sacraments; 
its masses and varied ritual. This is its body. But it also has it relagion ; and 
the spirit of the Roman Catholic religion is that of self-denial, self-sacrifice, 
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devotion, and regular prayer. It has a loving and tender spirit—a spirit to be 
cherished and respected. 

But the danger of the Church is that this beautiful religious spirit may be 
sacrificed to the power and growth of the organization. All the evils of the 
Roman Catholic Church have come from this source. It has made conformity 
to its ceremonies, submission to its authority, the essential thing. Hence its 
persecutions, its Inquisition, its resisting truth, its arrogant claims, its desire 
for wealth, its lust of power, its insatiate ambition. All this happens when 
the organization of the church is set above the religion of the church. 


In 1870, the great Council of the Roman Church was held which declared 
the infallibility of the Pope. While the Council was yet in session, I published 
a book, in which I made the following statements : 


‘Tt is a mistake, generally made by Protestants, to regard the declaration 
_ of papal infallibility by the Vatican Council as a mere theoretical assertion of 
impossible claims. Almost all Protestant writers are amused by it, and con- 
sider it as simply ridiculous. But we must not suppose that so sagacious a 
body as the Roman Curia has no important practical object in view in thus com- 
pelling the bishops to admit the infallibility of the Pope. It meansa great deal, 
practically. It is simply changing a constitutional monarchy into an absolute 
despotism. The company of Jesus has always been such a despotism. Every 
member of it has been a soldier, bound to obey every order of his superiors 
without question. ‘The present plan is virtually to transform the whole Catho- 
lic Church into such a company of Jesus. The motto of the whole Catholic 
Church will then be ‘ Pertnde ac cadaver.?. Evéry bishop will be bound to con- 
trol his diocese according to directions from Rome. A papal brief will then be 
like the order of the general of an army, to be obeyed absolutely, without hesi- 
tation, by every good Catholic. 


* Not theirs to make reply, 
Not theirs to reason why ; 
Theirs but to do or die.’ 


“ The plan is, by this magnificent centralization, to give to the whole Catho- 
lie Church the aggressive power which has made the Company of Jesus such 
splendid soldiers in the service of the Pope. As a nation, in its hour of peril, 
from internal rebellion or external foes, chooses a dictator and puts the whole 
power in his hands, so the Catholic Church, perceiving how it is endangered: 
by the advance of science and the spirit of the age, proposes to make the Pope 
an absolute dictator.” 


It now seems that the two leading Protestant statesmen in Europe, Glad- 
stone and Bismarck, have come to the same conclusion. They both believe 
that, by the definition of papal infallibility, the Church of Rome is likely to in- 
terfere with the allegiance of subjects, and to endanger the safety of every 
government in the world where Catholics are found. Prince Bismarck has not 
fully stated his views ; but Mr. Gladstone has. He has declared that, since 
the Vatican Council has decreed the infallibility of the Pope, ‘* No one can be- 
come a convert to Romanism without renouncing his mental and moral free- 
dom, and placing his civil loyalty and duty at the mercy of another.”’ ‘‘Rome,”’ 
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he says, ‘‘has reburnished and paraded anew every rusty tool she was fondly 
thought to have disused.’’ For the present Pope, in his Encyclical and Sylla- 
bus, has denounced and anathematized those who maintain the liberty of the 
press, the liberty of conscience and worship, and the liberty of speech ; has 
denounced those Catholics who think the Pope may be disobeyed unless his 
commands refer to faith and morals ; has denounced those who think the Popes 
have ever exceeded their power ; those who think they ought not to use force 
in punishing heretics; those who allow merely secular schools ; those who 
admit marriage to be binding, unless by a priest of Rome, etc. 


Mr. Gladstone, therefore, calls on his Roman Catholic fellow-subjects to 
say whether, in case of a conflict between the Pope and the English govern- 
ment, on any point of.civil law, they mean to obey the laws of England, or to 
obey the Pope. 


To this, numerous replies have been madé by Roman Catholics. But that of 
Archbishop Manning was the most prompt, and is the most decided. The 
Archbishop makes two points. (1.) The decree of Papal infallibility has made 
no change in the position of English subjects. They are no more bound to 
obey the Pope than they were before. (2.) A Roman Catholic, just like a 
Protestant, must obey the laws, unless where his duty to a higher law, the law 


of God, forbids it. But Catholics and Protestants, therefore, are bound to obey ~ 


God rather than man. 


The first answer of Archbishop Manning is not very reassuring, when we. 


know that the Archbishop believes and asserts that the Pope has the right of 
temporal and spiritual authority over all the nations of the earth. Only last 
month, at a large meeting of Roman Catholic noblemen, clergy, and laymen, he 
made a speech on the future policy of the Roman Catholic church, in which he 
declared that the Pope had a right to temporal as well as civil authority, and 
that in the last resort the only safety was in acknowledging civil allegiance to 
him. There must, he said, be no half-hearted assertion of these claims. Cath- 
olics must not fear to declare to England and to the world the Sovereign Pon- 
tiff’s claim to infallibility, his right to temporal power, and the duty of the 
nations of the world to return to their allegiance to him. If these are the 
Papal claims now, it makes very little difference what they were before. It is, 
however, a fact stated. by Mr. Gladstone, that when it was proposed to admit 
Catholics into Parliament, they were asked if the infallibility of the Pope was 
an article of faith, and Bishop Doyle and other Roman Catholic prelates dis- 
tinctly declared that it was not an article of faith, and that neither the Pope 
nor any other ecelesiastical personage had any right to interfere in the obe- 
dience of the subjects to their civil rulers. Now, since the decree of infalli- 
bility, the state of things is very different; for the Pope has, by that decree, 
supreme authority over every English and American Catholic in all matters of 
faith and morals—and morals include all of a man’s life—for everything we do 
is either right or wrong. 


But what shall we say as to the other reply of Dr. Manning? It is cer- 
tainly true that we all ought to obey God rather than man. In old slavery 


times, after the Fugitive Slave Bill-was passed by Congress, all honest men, ~ 


opposed to slavery, declared that they would not obey it, because it violated 
the higher law of their conscience. They said they must obey God rather 
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than man, and the nation justified them. So, when Quakers refuse to take 
the oath in courts, which the law requires, because they interpret literally 
Christ’s command, ‘‘ Swear not at all,’’ we justify them because we say ‘‘ they 
must obey their conscience.’’? Why not, then, justify the Roman Catholics in 
England or America, if they obey the Pope, who is their outward conscience, 
and whose voice is to them the voice of God? 


‘It is no sufficient answer to reply, ‘‘ Render unto Cesar the things that 
are Cxsar’s, and unto God the things that are God’s.’? This does very well 
in the majority of cases, no doubt. On this basis rests the separation of 
Church and State; let Cesar, or the government, be supreme in all outward 
public and political concerns; let God rule in all that relates to religion and 
morals. Let not Cesar undertake to establish a creed, or a State religion; 
let not religion interfere in matters of politics’ But sometimes these two 
domains overlap each other; sometimes thd same action belongs to the order 
of politics and to the order of religious duty, as in the two cases already cited. 
The Fugitive Slave Law was a law of the land, and to be obeyed as such. 
But many believed that to obey it was to enslave a human brother, who had a 
right to his liberty, and therefore it must be disobeyed. What did those of us 
who thought thus do? We assisted in concealing fugitives; we utterly re- 
fused to obey the law; we denied that it was truly a law; we went to Black- 
stone and other writers to show that nothing which violates human rights can 
be legally justified. Now, why have not the Catholics the same right to obey 
the Pope rather than human law, which we believed that we had to obey con- 
science rather than human law? 


Let me put a case, which is not unlikely to occur? Suppose that the law 

establishes compulsory education throughout the Union. Every child musé be 

~ taught to read and write. Public schools are established, and made free, that 

___-al children may go to them, and parents are obliged to send their children to 

them, under penalty if they refuse or neglect to do so. This law is based on 

the fact that a republican government cannot be carried on wherever a large 

part of the people are ignorant of the language in which the laws are written. 

Universal education is based on the duty of self-preservation. No republic 

: ean live where the people are ignorant. It is not only our right, but our duty, 

to insist that all the children of the country should be taught to read and 
write. 

But now the Pope, in his Encyclical letter, denounces all secular education 
asimpious. The 45th, 47th, and 48th Articles of the Syllabus of Pius IX., 
dated Dec. 8th, 1864, denounce all schools under secular instruction. A Ro- 

_man Catholic convention in St. Louis unanimously passed a resolution de- 
nouncing the public schools of the United States, as being irreligious. Ac- 
cording to their view, it is irreligious to teach children to read and write and 

_ cipher, unless you teach them the Roman Catholic religion at the same time. 
The Catholics, therefore, under the inspiration of the Pope, are beginning to 
demand sectarian schools, which is the same thing as demanding that the 
children shall not be taught at all. For the only system which has ever suc- 
eeeded in educating the whole people is our own. In no Roman Catholic 
country, by schools taught by priests, have the people learned to read and 
write. Roman Catholic priests have had the whole control of education in 
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Spain, Austria, Italy, for many centuries, and the result has invariably been 
that, at least, thirty-three one-hundredths of the population of those countries 
have been unable to read and write. In the Northern United States, under a 
system of secular schools, and excluding foreigners just over, not under ¢hree 
persons in one hundred were illiterate in 1870. In Spain, at the same time, 
out of 16,000,000, it was found that 11,000,000 could neither read nor write. 

The reply to the question of the Catholics whether they are not to obey 
God rather than man in this: that to obey a Pope, a priest, or a minister, in- 
stead of listening to the voice of heaven in your own soul, is to obey man 
rather than God. He who gives up his private judgment to the absolute au- 
thority of human legislators or human priests, obeys man. The higher law, 
which is supreme, is not what a church says, for a church is composed of fal- 
lible men; not what a priest’says, for he is only a man; not what the letter of 
the Bible says, for the letter is hunian; and Paul tells us that the letter even of 
the New Testament kills, while the spirit makes alive. The higher law is not 
what acts of Congress declare, nor what is written in a statute book, nor what 
human creeds or ecclesiastical councils may. determine. The Church, the 
State, the Bible, the teacher, the priest, the clergyman, the statute-book, are 
all guides and helps to enlighten the conscience, and teach it what is its duty; 
but, in the last resort, the private conscience must be obeyed, or God is diso- 
beyed. 


The Church and the State have two different spheres. The State is to pro 
tect property and person, and to promote industry, education, and social prog- 
ress. The Church is to teach the love of God and man, develop the sense of 
duty, cultivate all inward Christian graces, prosecute purity of heart and life. 
It is the duty of the State to give secular education to the people. It is the 
duty of the Church‘to give religious education to the people. For this 
purpose, the Church has its Sunday-schools, and one day in seven set apart 
from labor for religious instruction. The State has no right to interfere with 
the Church, and undertake to teach secular knowledge in the Sunday-schools. 
The Church has no right to interfere with the State, and undertake to teach its 
religion in the day schools. In this way we render unto Cesar the things 
that are Cesar’s, and unto God the things that are God’s. 


But when the two domains overlap each other, and there is a conflict of juris- 
diction between Church and State, which is to decide? Neither is to decide. 
If the State decides, it sets itself ‘above the Church; if the Church decides, it 
sets itself above the State. Private conscience is to decide in such cases. Every 
separate soul is to decide for itself, independent of every other. This is the 
onlyrule which is safe. To let the Church decide on the extent of its domain, 
would be to establish a hierarchy, and put the whole world into the hands of 
priests. To let the State decide, would be to put the human conscience and 
the moral sense of mankind into the keeping of politicians and men of the 
world. But no danger attaches to the supremacy of private judgment. The 
individual conscience can only control its own actions. Jt cannot conspire 
against the State, or against the Church. It is the salt, to season and preserve 
both from decay and corruption. y 


But see the enormous danger which comes from putting the control of human 
consciences into the hands of a Pope living in a foreign land, surrounded by a 
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court of his.own, unacquainted with the institutions of other countries; a good 
man, perhaps, but ignorant of history, except what is taught in the colleges of 
priests; ignorant of life, but that which is seen through the grated windows of 
amonastery. Such a man is the present Pope; a good man, a benevolent man; 
but, as his Syllabus shows, living in the nineteenth century as if it were the 
tenth. His desire and purpose is to turn back the grand course of history, 
which is the movement of a divine Providence, and to make science, literature, 
art, knowledge, go back to their childhood. The decree of infallibility has 
been established, in order to give to this man the supreme control of the con- 
sciences of the members of his church all over the world. Jf he chooses, when 
he thinks the time has come, he can issue his decree commanding every Cath- 
olic in the United States to take his children out of the public schools, the 
practical result of which would be that they would grow up in ignorance. This, 
the policy of the nation will never allow. It is treason against the national 
life; it would be a new rebellion, worse than the last, to allow the children of 
the land to grow up here, as they haye been allowed to grow up in the Roman 
Catholic countries of Europe; taught to recite ‘their catechism, but not taught 
to read and write. 

But it may be said in reply : ‘‘ We are Catholics; we are not Protestants. 
We have no right to exercise private judgment in matters where the Pope 
speaks. We believe that God speaks by his mouth, and, in obeying him, we 
do obey God.’’ 

In that case, we answer, you must take the consequences. The great ma- 
jority of the Roman Catholics have come from other countries to the United 
States, to live here for their own convenience, because they find it a good 
country to live in. Now they must not come here to destroy the very institu- 
tions which have made it a good country for them to live in. We welcome 
them cordially to all its blessings; to free institutions, to freedom of religion, 
to opportunity for becoming rich, to an equal chance with the native citizens 
to all the privileges of the land. Only, we say, do not seek to destroy those 
institutions which are the strength and life of the State. If you cannot con- 
scientiously live under them, go where you can. All we ask is to be allowed to 
tax ourselves to teach your children to read and write. All we ask is that we 
may be allowed noé to interfere with their religion, and nod to return to that 
worn-out system of clerical instruction that has been the ruin of every country 
of Europe. 

When Protestants, in the exercise of private judgment, refuse to obey the 
laws, they take the consequences. When the Quakers refused to take the oath 
of allegiance to King James, they went to prison ; when they refuse to support 
war, they bear the penalty. Anti-slavery men would not return fugitives ; 
they protected them in their houses; but they were ready to endure the pen- 
alty for so doing. 1 have a friend, now living in South Carolina, John Hunn, 
who was formerly a citizen of Delaware. He sheltered escaped slaves in his 
house, was prosecuted for it, and convicted, and paid a fine of several thousand 
dollars. which took a large part of his property. But when the United States 
judge, in pronouncing sentence, told him that he hoped this would be a warn- 
ing to him, John Hunn replied: ‘If you, sir, or any other white man, or any 
black man, shall come to my house, and ask for food and shelter, I will give it, 
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and I will take the consequences, whatever they are.’’ So he did; and, after 
paying this heavy penalty, he sheltered some two hundred fugitive slaves, 
until the war and emancipation made it no longer necessary. No priest told 
him to do it ; no foreign bishop ordered it; no church made such a rule; but 
the voice of God in his soul told him to do it, and he willingly endured the loss, 
despising the shame. 


If the Roman Catholics of this country or England seriously believe that 
they are obeying God in doing whatever the Bishop of Rome commands, then 
they ought to do it and take the consequences. The consequences will be very 
injurious to the country, but still more injurious, I think, to the Catholic Church 
itself. 


The great danger of the Roman Catholic Church is not from Protestantism, 
but from the Ultramontane or Jesuit party, which has obtained control of it, 
and is now directing its policy. When I say the Jesuit party, I do not mean 
to condemn all Jesuits. But the leading men of that order are unfortunately 
committed to this plan of pushing the claims of the Church to a dangerous ex- 
treme. Alarmed by the progress of modern thought, they think to resist it by 
making the organization of the Church more compact, by giving all power . 
into the hands of a single person. They are doing exactly what the slave- 
holders in this country did before the war. They also were afraid of the progress 
of opinion, and tried to resist it by increasing their power and advancing their 
claims. In this purpose they annexed Texas, sepealed the Missouri compro 
mise, passed the Fugutive Slave Law, obtained the Dred Scott Decision. In 
vain; by these assaults on freedom they created a more violent opposition to 
their system, which at last overthrew it. So the Jesuit party at Rome have ob- 
tained the Papal Encyclical against freedom of thought and life and all modern 
progress; they have obtained the decree of infallibility; they wish to make the 
pope absolute monarch of the Church. But what has been the result? The 
revolt of Italy and Austria from their church; the loss of the pope’s temporal 
power; the expulsion of his Bourbon allies from their thrones; the defeat of his 
ally Napoleon III.; the emancipation of Italy. In Austria, the result has been 
the final abolition of the concordat with Rome, and a system of secular instruc- 
tion. Mexico, so long under the control of the Roman Church, has proclaimed 
the independence of Church and State, made marriage a civil contract, forbid- 
den the religious orders acquiring real estate, and prohibited monasteries and 
nunneries as immoral institutions. * In fact, there is no Roman Catholic nation 
in the world where the Roman Catholic Church enjoys such privileges and 
makes such progress as it does in the Protestant countries of Germany, Eng- 
land and the United States. The free institutions, which the Jesuits have in- 
duced the pope to anthematize, are the greatest helps to his own Church. Ro- 
man Catholic States expel the Jesuits; we let them come and do as they will. 
Roman Catholic countries suppress the monasteries and confiscate their proper- 
ty; here they hold their wealth by a title which no one disputes. Roman 
Catholic countries suppress their schools and colleges; in the United States, 
they may have as many as they like. All we ask is that they shall not attempt 
to overthrow the institutions which protect them. We ask them not to meddle 
with that system of education which has created a nation able to tolerate even 
intolerance, and to give equal rights to those who, in other countries, deny all 
rights to those who differ from them. 
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I, for one, hope that the Roman Catholics of this country will be sensible 
enough to enjoy their privileges and remain true and loyal citizens. I wish it 
’ for their own sake and the sake of their church, as well as forourown. I hope 
that no conflict will'ever arise in this country between hostile sects; but all, 
equally protected by the law, will continue their peaceful task of teaching piety 
and morality to their people. But there are some institutions which we must 
maintain at all hazards ; and among them especially, are the free schools, the 
common schools, the unsectarian schools; for on the continuance of these the 
safety of this'nation depends. 


[The sermons of Rey. JAMES FREEMAN CLARKE are printed regularly in the Boston 
SATURDAY EVENING GAZETTE, from the author’s manuscript. } 
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